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«a. Mildred Bola Neely, Trade News Editor 

Publiahorc Weekly 

1180 Avenue of the Arooricaa 

Itev York, N.Y. 10056 

Dear Neely, 

Vfhlle our correspondence about my rcornt book, Whitewash TV iVnn Secret JFK 
■ 4a^aa^lfttAg» leaves no doubt that writing you further con moan nothing for 

news and what 1 take to bo a prejudiced attitude toward smallness. Ufi 

^ . ^rtioularly because recent news developments relating to the CIA moke this the 

a topical of books and with the moat definitive content on tho CIA alone* 

R , aa & Jr 0 ' 1 need information "at loaot 10 weolcs before publication," ho you tell 

nantaia this when they turn out u "special?" Bantam is not the only moh^oe. 

With the three previous books of tho series » faced no ouch need. 

„ , J n 1 1141(1 no uuoh time. How rapidly one man con do a topical book that findn 

in tU<; ^ blialiers ic ’ 1 HOuld thin*, formation nil 

m/nnfw! e 1 ’• ** tot,lc “» hpthing like 10 weeks to write and print tills book 

oriiitar ti l-iw ^ +f £l OXil<yl: ^ jr ^ days from the time I wrote the introduction until the- 

stnn-M ° f & P f 5Sid ° nt ic a ,,a * ior «**»*• Ho took, whether or not a oub- 

jSS** 1^' pr ° U “ a l)y fl m * or pnhliuhor in today avnilublo. The sale of mine i- nn 

***** 0lmat 10 yonro * Ccn 3™ tho sale these boote could 

have if they had deoent distribution? I am really asking is mblishinr LrSS ±T 

duoliiiAti ST ^ J? M? ^ n0t m,lti °ning tills newest book, wliich is not in any se ns© 
duplaoat( 3 u in any otlinr wor*. or any period* iu not Ptf in effect suppreaBiiir'/ Mint i n ~ 

,0 -"“' te ">«*» I • ovofy .toy f “; 

s .ores without success aid finally write me. Yesterday's call included lectors r,r thi 
nature sent to on address we loft more than seven years ago. PooplTSf LT 
are not being served and the interest of the stores is not. P interested. They 

news mere existence of tide book PW is, in effect, suppressing 

trL ^D^ rUi k' tT' ! ’T°' 3 th ° intoreat of "*>«it*oana spooks for this iufoimUon 
to be Bupi.ri.oaed, Uho percentage of non~delivories by the post office j D liii-h ) 0 'm o 

1°*“-“ * «**,. *> court, i» ZmvJSZI » 

ST! °£ th0 1>oriner clli0f spook Dulles ho never ejected Syone^o 

eZ nS’thS ^ “"f? ab ? U * eVeryon<! 1,1 tho CIA always swearing flasely and hZ right 

^■SSiS’^SS* “* to “ v “ ll “ u " * «* ^ ■» « w to * «*£?** 

ui «h nM *>’ “‘” rtw ‘“ 

iaterestoTl!! “to tow tor tldp tacj:, if om „ M m „ 
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«d tha^, 1 ‘ST."S f “ d 1 f0 ' 0U ° ,, “ ■>»“* “ K»W <W- 

Wora I Hell and one of my uuits (four through court to date) to give the Free- 

if .MS If “ «» to Z»d tho low aod'^oSS. a v‘te 

\ % > iio) uil Kecord yf jK)/ 74/# “tlmt would not bo nowo? 

newrf? 150 Publishing that goes to tho ^upreno Court Is not 

newer X was there and it waa unr< sported © 

. „ Were I to stret*ch u little, by traditional standards I think I could allege that 
when so small a publisher, so without moans, has this kind of a record on freedom of 

“I 1 ! ^r 1 t0 noHS * lfo l«blishoS- orSi2?io1 

y f litigation in any way, not even by reporting it.In my tldnkLng 

^dL^dnr th 1 Wjld 1 0i . lleHa 113 it relates to tho freedom of publishers ami the St 
and need of the pooplo in a representative society to know, 0 

i -< 4.4 I , tJlink £ ’ or the industry tho existence and the availability of this book ia 

issvs? mtu “ 10 r '”” rt< “ u 1 *** *“» **« t 5£« 

m i y0U a COBy * Xt was not returned to me. The envelope has a printed 
return adoreoa. Because oi troubles in tho mail I tape ouch package four UmesTSt 
10 wrapper has iiot boon returned, Another copy did not rouch The Hew York Times One 

Z SLT? ^ "*"* Wh0 wa « How York working on a docSnt^! # & 

gw York Post Office did return part of that wrapper. It dearly hod been cut^ »n ) 

L«ch book has ray address printed in it. Postal regulations re^xfthe Tot^ 
ava_lable address. But not one of the undelivered books has been returned in two laontha. 

or- ix Ill + tirntt J* P^lic that I, so small a publisher, have been the subiect of 

Li domesta.e antertjst. I hare had no foreign contacts except in publishing. Mar lawyer 
ana I have been an touch with the ClA on this. Once it learned I have copies* tf awTaf 

0f C fiSSTS dcnMjla Wld ora Y tJjia week confimod the existence 

oi files on me. .. tell you this for added context to what I regard as auoerc'ssinn uimt 
^ .notivatos refusal to mention the book. I do not want publfSy^n iKf Slf I 

S “diSESSoS t hnt ri? to ’ t0 Beai thc **• * purposes £ Z ri^ Ly 
the book? n^fgr puS£Sy. ""*• 1 r ° drea8 of «""«» by 

n .._,, 1 f (33 f L J ft th ® so of jwessurefl and no funding at all, meaning no advertising 

tK* ,U +M 1 j h£ T , ii. ln tv, ° ,aontha » boon lid for enough sold oojaes tohnve repaid more 
than a third ol the costs. ^Not counting my own work, which is unpaid.) The print was 6,000. 

One might find eouuontaiy in this record of a one-man publisher. 

tbfcfto C ** «“*■ — *to rtate of 

lmaent publishing tunnel vision at this time in our 

national life. Whatever the cause, it sex-res the industry and the cou*S po^l£ 

Sincerely, 
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ccj Albort Johnston 



Hamid Weintez^ 



